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UMTED STATES INITEpEiNATlOPfAL -niADE COMMISSION 
WA?HIKGT0N; D.C 

Before the Honorabte Paol J. Liickera 



CERTAIN NAND FLASH NffiMGRY GiRCtJlTS 
ANOmODUCTS CONTAINING SAME : 



;fov.No.337-TA-526 



StIPFLEMENTAL BECiiARmOW OF JtAjE^ifc^ 

I, JuUe Afe-Sjsiopla, siiateaild decliro as follows: 

1 . I am Vice President of Global Af&ie-lit^atirai & Intellec&ial Properly for Atmel 
Corporation ("Atmel"). I make iMs ^laiation of my own potsopal Wwlec^ except w*ere 
rioted herein, and if called as a witness,! could and would; testify conipetentiy thCTeto. 

2. On April H, 20Q5, I submitted a declar^on in support of TMrd Party Atmel 
Corporation's Motion to Quash feUxd/or limit Subpoena Ad Testiftcemdimt aiwi SwbpOMia Duces 
Tecum and Ad TestificeauhiM and to Shift Costs Incurred in Regionding, which I understand was 
filed with fl«! IntsaiKtioiial Trade Coimnissiou on Apiil 11^ 2005 wA T»Wch I incorpprate hereto 
lyiefiaence. 

3. To E^preciate Atmel's objections to STMicro's discovery and now to the AU's 
OrdtrNo. 10, abriefhiiSoiyof Atmelis^propriatc; Atmel Coipraation was feunded in 19S4, 
with its business in the Assign, manufecturit^ and mailceiing of advanced semiconductors, 
including advanced logic, nonvo^ememoiy, mixed si^id and J^ inl^rated During 
the periods in wAaah. the AU has oniered Atmel to produce '-{ajll documents sufEfcient to show 
Atrael circuit designs conceived or developed prior to My 8, 1997..." ^rtually 100% of Atmel's 
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busukss related to "circuit designs";:hehce^ virBialiy 100% of Almel's dlociunents for the or<fetd 
pedod of time would hai^ to tei^pected for re^QsivB docaiE^ 

4. _ I lawierstand that <>rder No. 10 requires Atofil to produce ["ajll Atmel Dalaiioofcs 
fi-omtiie late I980's". Subject to Atmel's olge^ons to diis discovery isqoest, on or abo 

29i 2005, 1 ccaiducted a Ssaith for siiab daK^)odks. I found only two ^aabo(rfcs related to non- 
volatile memory jasjducts in Atmells posKssion from the late i9Sp's. Atiiael vail jfHovide a copy 
of th«e databooks to STMlcn), at STMcro's ex^rase^by close of business on May 4, 2005. 

5. Gkder No. 10 fortherreqiiipss Atm4 to produce dpoiment^ 

Nos. 17-19, which relMe to "[a]ll docum«ite suffici^ to show Athje] cttcuit designs conceived 
or develops prior b July 8, 1997," As previously stated, the scope of this particular part of 
Order No. 10, litoally encompasses diirtecn (13) yeaisi>f Amiel's entire docnment repository. 
Further, it include produce oft^r than non-volatile ffleinoiy desigjis b^Miuse tiie cnt-off date is 
in 1997. For exanq)le, it would mcludft carcuit ites^M related to niicrocontrbUer products, 
aiq)Kca6on qwcific integrated circuits,:!and miorbprocessor cores. 

6. GeneraiBy, Atmid inaintairis an iiifOnnaldociraent retention policy of six to ei 
years. Documents aie sent to off-sitft stors^ routinely, depending on several fectors including 
but not limited to, need and volume, as well as when ranployees leave the con^pany. Hie 
cataloging of many of Ihese dixuments, as fiiey are slupped off-site, is varied with no ataiity to 
confirm the existence or non-exist«ice of specific documents short of a niaaual search oftaiA 
and every bcoc in stor^. Moreover, wmiy ffl^ineers or other employees nay keqp ^eir own 
peKpnal archive of documwitsdt^jciitat:^ on ^ projects &at:they taye, are or will be working: 
(Ml for Atmel. Tfcjs, to c03ig)ly with tiW/AWs Ordw. Afiad would have to inspect each and 
every box kept in off-site siofage tiai cstti be idwitifi^ as coniainiiig documents within ttie 
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lelevant periods of time, as well as each and every eaigineer's personal archives^ for re^nsive 
documents. With isspe&-:tQ tbe/laiet^, I bxve deisrmmt^ liist depending on ibs mgineer, it 
would take him/her several days aod t«B of hours to^goiiirougb hjs^er files just to ^ther ihe 
documents. This estimate does not ui(^detboaddidcaiaIda)% and bpuis for soni^bne to mial}^^ 
these gadicrcd documeats to detwniinc inliether ithey are re^nsive to" flie Order. 

7. Based on the foccgoinjg ^ts, and froin what I Tmdwstand to be the scope of Order 
No. 10, it would take AJujel seyer^ wcdcs to mondis to eothplete its seardi fer documente 
felling witiiin the relevant time period, evisn if Ac requests waejimited to non-voUiiile memory 
designs. This s^iniji — ^wMch does not contemplate &e rnore ^>ecific review fer re^onsive 
dc^uments — ^wotild cost Atmd at te^ hundreds of petspnael hours and zt least teas of 
thoysands of dollars. Ataiel simjilydoes not have, tfiesei^eurces todedlicafe, genetally, and 
especially to a legal dilute b> which it is neither directly nor indirectly a party. 

S. I also understand fljat Orfer No. 10 requirra Atmel to produce any existiiig 
dcxnuhents sofBcientto: (1) skiw whedi^ du im^ten op^-ate as a bne■-^™y or two-way latch; 
aiui (2) identify &e type and size of each tnmsistor. In this regard, to determine whether Atmcl's 
dociiETieQB are r^xjnsive, Atmel would have' to dedicate several eQjjnewSi fechnieal personnel, 
and even outside consultant to evalt^te each and every cirmit design. 

9. This ^cohd Uer analyses would easily taix several hundreds more personnel and 
consultant hours, and tens of ^ousatids more dollars. 

10. I understand Giat Order No. 10 requires Atmrf to produce all documepB in 
exisrericc and not subject to any priyaege related to prior an aoajy^is for, and invalidity a&idiies 
made o^ the '338 patent, inchidihg aity w^ysi^ made to SanDi^ m the cour^ of license 
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negotiations or ras^ available io anyone outsjifc of AtineL; To tiie best of my fcmw^edge, no 
such documents erist. 

I declare m6es penalty of pegiiry ihajthe foi^oing is true and cOrwct and that this 
Declaration was wcecutai at y 01ft. \)6^><V . CaUfoms on May 3, 2005. 



Ju^ Mar-Spinola 



